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The overall objective of this study was to determine if there
was a significant difference between parents who were abused as
children: those who abused their own children and those who did not
abuse their own children. A comparative type of research design was
utilized. The design was used on variable associated with parents
who had been abused as children: those who abused their own children
and those who did not abuse their own children. The sample population
consisted of 50 parents, 24 in Group A and 26 in Group B, in Peach
County located in the middle area of the state of Georgia. A self
administrated questionnaire was given to the parents in their homes.
The hypotheses of this study were: 1) there is no statistical
significant difference in means of abusive parents and nonabusive
parents and discipline practices, 2) there is no statistical significant
difference in means of abusive parents and nonabusive parents on
levels of stress (support system) and 3) there is no statistical
significant difference in means of abusive parents and nonabusive
parents on family characteristics.
The findings show that there was no significant difference
between the two groups in terms of stress and discipline practices.
In terms of family characteristics there was a significant
difference between the two groups.
The study was an attempt to provide knowledge with a clear
understanding of parents who abuse children versus parents who do
not abuse children and to examine the factors in terms of nonabusive
and abusers parents.
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In recent years, child abuse has become a widespread problem
of national concern. Its causes are entangled with social problems.
The functioning of the family is one of the concerns within the
scope of social problems. Family functions have become a topic
of major public concern.
There has been a gradual process of increasing public awareness
that child abuse occurs within the family. Within this awareness
there are more realizations that parents abuse their children.
Public awareness has focused on various types of abuse that occurs
within the family. The major types of abuse are: physical, sexual,
and emotional.
Families may exhibit one or any combinations of child abuse.
Value judgements about what is and what is not acceptable parenting,
as well as acceptable family functioning, add to the complexity
of the problem and the difficulty in identifying child abuse.
Parental behavior and characteristics of abuse that can be associated
with past life experiences, combined with current family dynamics
and environmental factors, contribute to the parents* ability
to control abusive behaviors (National Center
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of Georgia on Child Abuse and Neglect, 1988). Experience that
could contribute to emotional and psychological problems that
likely surface in a parent's life have a bearing on parents displaying
certain types of abusive behavior.
This study will attempt to investigate early life experiences
of parents in association with child abuse within the family.
The attempt is to further understand the contributing factors
that are associated with the occurrence of child abuse in families
where there are parents who were abused as children.
Statement of the Problem
There is evidence which indicates certain types of parental
behavior may be one contributing factor to child abuse. Blumberg
(1974) states that abusing parents are not necessarily criminals,
but are Immature, lonely persons with low self-esteem. He also
states that they lack ego strength as a result of neglected or
cruel parenting during their childhood. It is believed that parents
tend to display certain characteristics in abusive situations.
Parents that abuse were victims of abuse as children.
Children who are victims of abuse will rarely discuss their
victimization because they often have been threatened with greater
harm if they disclose the "secret". Abused children regularly
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exhibit fear or anxiety, depression, difficulties in school, anger
or hostility, inappropriate sexuallzed behavior and running away
delinquency (Allen Blum, 1989).
Martin (1983) found that physically and sexually abused children
exhibit impaired capacity to enjoy life. Children who are physically
and sexually abused tend to exhibit behaviors such as psychiatric
symptoms, enuresis, tantrums, hyperactivity, bizarre behaviors,
learning problems in school, withdrawal opposition, hypervlgilence,
and compulsivity.
In neglected situations, parents generally show little or
no interest in the child. Polansky (1981) found that neglected
children exhibited deprivation-detachment, massive repression
of feelings, impaired ability to S3nnpathize with others, violence,
delinquency, developmental and intellectual delays.
In each generation, in one form or another, it appears there
is a distortion of the relationship between parents and child.
In focusing on intergeneratlonal perspective, the premise is that
parents who were abused as children exhibit problems in dealing
with crisis and events that cause changes in their lives. Generally,
it is believed that parents who abuse their children were themselves
abused as children. However, there are those who do not abuse
their children. There is still a lack of data available
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to explain the difference between these two types of parents.
There is little known about the difference between parents, in
terms of child rearing practices, their beliefs as parents, and
their ability to cope with stress. A lack of understanding between
these two groups of parents could contribute to difficulties in
assessments and treatment planning in child welfare.
Significance and Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this study was to explore the family factors
of two groups of parents who were abused as children; one group
of parents who were abused as children and who abused their own
children, while the other who were abused as children did not
abuse their own children.
The focus was on factors such as: 1) discipline practices,
2) level of stress in the current family, and 3) current family
characteristics.
The Importance of this study is that it will provide the
researcher with additional understanding of parents who abuse
their children. The study will also provide information to the
field of social work by adding to literature. This study might
provide additional information that will assist in the assessment
of parents, and provide more data that might assist with intervention
5
strategies. The study will be an addition to the basic knowledge
for child welfare workers. It might add to the understanding
of concepts which could guide and inform child protective service




The review of literature will provide basic knowledge of
the topic of child abuse and the extent of the problem. Secondly,
it provides information on the current explanations of parents
who were abused as children and the relationship to the proposed
variables: 1) how parents were disciplined as children, 2) the
current family characteristics, and 3) the level of stress within
the current family.
There have been earlier studies that focused on information
and scientific research on child abuse by professionals such as
psychiatrists, social workers, and medical doctors. Earlier literature
on child abuse was taken from clinical studies based largely on
populations from medical centers. Surveys done on children who
were abused indicates that a small minority of abused children
required or received medical treatment. These studies for the
most part were based on samples which were not representative
of all abusive parents.
Kempe, according to Smith (1980) Introduced the battered
child syndrome in 1961 and focused on the passage of mandatory
reporting laws for child abuse in fifty states. The attention
to this particular social problem has greatly intensified in many
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professions (Smith, 1984). Most hypotheses accounting for transmission
of abuse from one generation to the next generation have been
derived from social learning theories. These authors, Barahal,
Waterman, and Martin, (1981) have postulated that children learn
parenting patterns through observational learning, modeling, and
reinforcement patterns. Their research focused on another
Interpretation indicating that intergenerational continuity can be
derived from infant-caregiver attachment relationships (Egeland,
Acobouitz, and Sroufe, 1980).
Wolff (1990) also addressed and identified with Kempe’s
"battered child syndrome," which he relied on the psycho-dynamic
model to explain the problem of child abuse in the family. Kempe
(1971) described the lack of a "mothering imprint" as the basic
dynamic of the potential to abuse. Kempe stated that a person's
childrearing practices preclude experiences of being mothered and
nurtured. It is believed that if a parent who has not experienced
mothering and nurturing cannot mother and nurture his/her own
child. The inability to nurture also involves other dynamics: a
lack os trust in others, a tendency towards Isolation, a
nonsupportive marital relationship and excessive expectation towards
the child. Kempe states that two factors must be present before the
potential to abuse occurs: a "special" child (the abusing parent
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views the child as retarded, hyperactive, or in some other way
different and a crisis (a major stress), (Justice, 1976).
Bowen, (1966) states that early experience wit the caregiver,
the child evolves expectations of the availability of others in
time of need and complementary model of the self as worthy (or
unworthy) of care. The child who has formed a secure attachment
is "likely" to possess a representational model of attachment
figures as being available, responsive and helpful and a complementary
model of hlm/herself as at least a potentially loveable and valuable
person.
Child abuse involves a configuration of many complex factors
that vary with each individual situation and across time periods.
In earlier studies Harris (1975) states that child abuse is a
learned pattern of behavior because it is a person's reaction
to his own abnormal upbringing. In homes where violence and forces
are the only means of discipline, a child learns no other method
for releasing tension and anger. Child abuse injuries exhibit
evidence of bruises, burns, lacreations, malnutrition, sexual
abuse and emotional abuse.
Gil (1970) states that physical abuse of children is the
intentional non-accidental acts of omission on the part of the
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parents or other caretaker interacting with a child in his care
aimed at hurting, injuring or destroying the child.
Extent of the Problem
Data on the national as well as state level reveal the scope
of the problem is nationwide. The nationwide official child abuse
report for 1989 estimated that 2.4 million cases of suspected
child abuse had been reported. The estimated figure showed an
increase of 10% since 1988. The figure 2.4 million included estimated
1,225 reported child abuse fatalities. (National Committee for
Prevention of Child Abuse, 1989). Similar to the national Increase,
in the state of Georgia, approximately 39,122 reports of suspected
child abuse were referred to Child Protective Services in 1987.
Fifty-three percent (53%) of the 39,122 were confirmed reports
of child abuse. It is estimated that the number of suspected
child abuse reported to Child Protective Service agencies has
increased steadily since 1987.
The state of Georgia's latest reports for the fiscal year
of 1988 show that 37,000 reports of child abuse were received,
17,532 were substantiated.
In 1989 there were 45,564 reports of child abuse incidences
throughout the 159 counties in the state of Georgia. Of these
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45,564 reports, 16,992 were substantiated. In 1990, it was estimated
that 45, 817 incidences were reported and 20,799 reports were substantiated.
Substantiated cases for the state of Georgia were complied by
gender, race, relationship of adult abusers, as well as gender
and race of abused children.
On local level, the estimated number of reports received
for the fiscal year of 1988 in Peach County was 118. After initial
investigation, it was reported that 48 of those incidences were
substantiated.
In 1989 the number of reported incidences extended to 172 with
58 that were substantiated. Reported child abuse for 1990 consisted
of 188 reported incidences of which 88 were substantiated (Child
Protective Service Unit, 1990).





































Abuse In the Family
While the increase in child abuse is evident, a common belief
in both popular and scholarly literature is that parents who were
abused as children are more likely to abuse their own children.
According to Spinett and Rigler (1972) who focused on the cycle
of abuse within the family, the reports that have been published
imply that abused children grow up to be abusing parents (Herzberger,
1990).
Several studies show that abusive parents raise their children
in the same manner in which they themselves were raised (Kempe,
1962). Some show abuse may or may not be transmitted across generations.
Gelles found that simply seeing violence in the home as a
child was an important factor in abusive behavior. He also stated
that parents who experienced abuse during their childhood were
more likely to grow up and become child abusers than individuals
who had experienced little or no abuse in their childhood (Wisdom,
1989).
According to Goldstein (1985) Hunter conducted a one year
study of 255 infants and their families totaling 40. The study
was based on confirmed reports of abuse. He found that 10 (3.9
percent) of the families did not repeat the cycle of abuse. The
13
percentages found in Gelles, study of 10 abused children; nine
of the abused children came from families with a parental history
of an abusive childhood.
Abusing parents undergo changes that may be constituted by
life crisis which preceded the (onset) of abuse within the family.
There are several theories and ideas that seek to support this
theory. These are considered as causel models of child abuse
and focus on factors that produce abuse in the family. According
to Justice & Justice, (1976), these models are: 1) the psychodynamic
model, 2) the personality or character model, 3) the social learning
model, 4) the family structure model, 5) the environmental stress
model, 6) the social psychodynamic model and 7) the mental illness
model.
Earlier researchers used the pstchodynamic model in identifying
and describing "the battered child syndrome". Kempe saw the psychodynamic
model as the lack of "mothering imprint". He also stated that
this model was the basic d)niamic of the potential to abuse. The
psychodynamic model focuses on the way a person had been reared
which prohibits the experience of mothering and nurturing. This
experience may be reflected in a child's adulthood. This lack
of nurturing can bring about dynamics which may include the lack
of trust in others, isolation, non-supportive marital relationship.
and excessive behavior toward the child.
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This research focuses partly on this conceptualization in
that base line information will be whether the parent has indicated
that they were abused as children.
Similar to the psychodynamic model, the personality or character
model focus on the labeling of abusive behavior Instead of the
traits of an individual, using labels such as immaturity, self-
centered, or impulse-ridden. These types of labels are used in
describing parents who abuse their children. The personality
and character trails can only be associated with abuse if they
are both present at the same time.
A parent's personality factors are considered at large with
their ability to learn. The social learning model underlies the
abusive person's ability to perform skills to function adequately
in the home and society. Parents that have Inadequate social
skills receive little gratification as a parent and have little
concern for child development. Social learning theory leans towards
educating parents about child rearing. Teaching parents what
expectations of behavior a parent and child should be.
The researcher will show some of the aspects the relationship
between parents and child in families of both non-abusive and
abusive parents. The study will focus on the interaction of parent
and child relationship and expectation of the child by the parent
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one important characteristic for exploration. The study will
look at the difference in relationship between both parents of
non-abusive and abusive parent.
The family structure model tends to be based on the function
of the family as a unit. The family structure model focuses on
the cause of abuse. For example: the parent may use the abused
child as the center of action, while turning the other children
in the family against the abused child. The study will explore
the difference in the behaviors in abusive and non-abusive families
in understanding some of the aspects of roles.
The environmental stress model indicates a emphasis on stress
as the cause of abuse. Gil (1970) states that the environmental
stress Increases the problem and places a large burden on stress
as the cause.
Gelles developed the social-psychological model which tends
to combine several aspects of Kempe and Gil. He indicated that
the social-psychological models focuses on frustration and stress
these variables that are associated with child abuse which can
derive from several sources such as: marital disputes, social
isolation, unemplo3naent, unwanted children and too many children.
The researcher will attempt to show the association of stress
factors within the groups of non-abusive families. Social-psychological
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model will enhance and help the researcher gain knowledge about
stress related factors that may occur in the family will cope
with the stress.
The use of components of the various causal models in this
study will assist in filling the needs for such investigation
to assess the occurrences of abuse in parents who abuse and parents
who do not abuse their children.
Abusive parent's childhoods reveal emotional deprivation,
physical abuse, neglect, constant parental disapproval and, in
some instances incessant demands for "perfect behavior". As children,
they were required to be alert to their parents' needs and meet
them while their own feelings were disregarded or belittled.
Adults tend to be worthless, unloved and uncared for and no family
or friends to depend on. Parents that abused tend to have poor
coping and parenting skills, no understanding of child development,
and unrealistic expectations of child behavior are common. VJhen
the child does not live up to the parents' expectations or needs,
frustration and rage mounts. (U.S. Department of Human Resources,
1986).
Given the theoretical explanations as to some factors contributing
to abuse, it is significant to examine factors such as stress,
discipline and family characteristics.
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Sociological/Environment Factors in Child Abuse
Gil (1970) emphasized the importance of environmental factors
in contributing to abuse. He indicated in a study he conducted
in 1967-68, a nationwide epidemicologically oriented survey of
reported cases and a collection of data on a sample of 1,380 cases.
Gil stated that a majority of abuse incidents resulted from a
skilled measure of disciplinary actions taken in response to perceived
or actual child misconduct. He suggested that poverty and its
associated stress, the overall cultural sanctioning of force (physical)
in child discipline and specific child bearing practices of different
social classes and ethic groups relating to physical force in
child bearing as a major cause. (Gil, 1970).
The family stability may be disrupted by changes in financial
condition, employment status or family structure. Environmental
changes may be a positive change for most families but for others
it may be a negative change that results is stress effect. Stress
can contribute to some parents becoming vulnerable to abusive
behavior. There is a tendency to deal with stress by striking
out, by subduing tension through aggression (U.S. Department of
Human Resources, 1986). One family may view an event as insignificant,
wereas to another family, the event may be emotionally stressful.
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It has been suggested that stressful events may trigger abuse.
Polansky and Gil states that the lack of trust of one's self may
be evident of the inability to make decisions, extremely low self¬
esteem, an inability to accept one's own accomplishments, as well
as other types of self-defeating behavior (Tower, 1989).
Low income/unemplojnnent seems to be associated with higher
rate of child abuse.
Roles of Child
It is important to know that the role of the child is significant.
Kilgore stated that the child is an important factor in abusive
incident. The child's behavior is a primary precipitant of an
abusive incident is not to say that the child is primarily responsible
for the abuse. He further explains that the child's behavior
is a significant factor in the occurrence of abuse (Kilgore, 1984).
There are several explanations of the role of the child.
Some authors have described a type of abused child as very provocative
in his or her behaviors and exhibiting a compulsive need to evoke
punishment from adults and peers. While this pattern obviously
may be learned as a result of frequent parental abuse, its intense
mistreatment of the child.
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The adult views the child as a special or different matter
at hand, which may derive from the perception of differences that
may include activity level, birth defects, mental capacity and
parental knowledge of normal child growth.
Theorectical Framework
The theoretical concepts for this study were primary from
a sociocultural theoretical framework. This framework will focus
on discipline practice, family characteristics and stress levels
within the family in order to examine the reoccurrence of abuse
in the family. A sociocultural approach will focus on the social
factors that effect child abuse. Individuals and families have
different thresholds of stress tolerance and tendancies towards
physical aggression. Abuse may be triggered readily in some families
and occur only at time of severe resource stress imbalance in
others. (Kilgore, 1984)
Giles and Strauss (1973) stated that social groups differ
in respect to their typical level of stress, deprivation, and
frustration and in the resources at their disposal to deal with
these stresses.
There has been evidence in recent studies that shows sociocultural
factors are associated with stress and frustration. Gil (1971)
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explained socio-economic differences in the incidence of child abuse
and neglect as a result of stressful conditions that impinge on
families at different social class levels. Blumberg (1964) stated
that children are punished when their parents are experiencing
stress and frustration as a result of economic and cultural factors.
According to Burgess and Conger (1978) stated that discipline
practices for parents who were abused as children have been observed
to use excessive punishment and methods of discipline such as
physical punishment, demands and threats. Similarly, Faller (1981)
stated that family characteristics are important influences on the
functioning of the family. The family suffers when there is no
emotional support, no learning of childrearing skills and no
economic resources in time of crisis. In families of abuse, these
characteristics often become visable.
Based on findings from the literature, there is evidence that
sociocultural factors greatly influence child abuse. As a result of
these findings, the researcher sets forth the following definitions.
Definition of Terms
1. Physical Abuse - refers to the cruelty to children with
allegations that a specific individual had knowingly and willingly
inflicted unnecessary physical punishment. Examples: burns.
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beatings, kicking and biting. (National Committee for Prevention of
Child Abuse, 1989)
2. Sexual Abuse - refers to forced sexual intercourse between an
adult and child. Sexual activities performed for the adults' sexual
gratification Including touching, fondling, oral sex, sodomy,
intercourse and non-touching (verbal, visual/exposure). (National
Committee for Prevention of Child Abuse, 1989)
3. Emotional Abuse - refers to verbal abuse - "Consciously
rejecting parents". Example: Constant berating and scape goating
a particular child.
4. Children - infant to the age of seventeen.
5. Discipline - form of punishment, a type of action taken with
authority and consistency.
6. Family - a group of people together who presents themselves as
a family.
7. Parent - biological father and mother, parent through adoption.
8. Family Dynamic - cultural beliefs and behavior that occurs
within the family unit. Environmental and cultural difference that
changes the family's relationship.
9. Stress - emotional factors that causes mental tension. Tension
that brings about force or influence. Comes from factors such as:
unemployment, health, new infant.
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10. Divorce - ending of a marriage.
11. Loss of Job - unemployed, no longer working.
23
Statement of the Hypotheses
Based on current literature on child abuse and the findings
of other researchers, the results of this study are expected to
validate several hypotheses.
Hypothesis 1. There is no statistical significant difference in
means: abusive parents and nonabusive parents on discipline practices.
Hypothesis 2. There is no statistical significant difference
in means: abusive parents and nonabusive parents on levels of
stress (support system).
Hypothesis 3. There is no statistical significant difference




This section of the study discusses the research design,
research setting, sampling, instrumentation/data collection procedure
and data analysis. This study was conducted by the use of comparative
type of research design. The design was used on variables associated
with parents who abuse their children and those who do not. The
two groups used consisted of: 1) Group-A parents who were abused
as children and abuse their own children, and 2) Group-B parents
who were also abused as children but have not abused their own
children. The three variables examined were: 1) stress, 2) discipline
practices and 3) family characteristics.
Research Setting
This study was conducted in Peach County, Fort Valley, Georgia.
Peach County is a primarily rural county that consists of 21,189
in population, which includes two small towns. Fort Valley and
Byron. Peach County is located 30 miles outside of urban Bibb
County in Macon, Georgia. The researcher administered the questionnaire
in the homes of the participants. The parents in the study were
24
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volunteer participants. The participants were known to Peach County
Child Protective Services Unit of The Department of Family and
Children Services.
Sampling
The study sample was gained from Peach County's files of the
population of families referred to Child Protective Services Unit of
the Peach County Department of Family and Children Services. The
permission to obtain the sample from Child Protective Services was
received from the local County Director. (Appendix A)
The parents in the study were volunteer participants.
(Appendix B) The sample was taken from an alphabetical list of 60
Intake complaints that were investigated. The list consisted of
those families where abuse was substantiated and those where abuse
was not substantiated. A convenient sampling technique, probability
sample, was used to obtain the sample for this study.
The sample was selected from intake complaints that were
received on January 1, 1991 through January 31, 1991. The criteria
for selecting of the sample consisted of information received from
the case records: a) parents on whom reports of abuse were not
substantiated for abusing their own children and had a history of
being abused when they were children; b) parents who had been
substantiated abusing their children yet reported a history of abuse
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and their cases were open for initial 30 days investigation period,
and c) parents within the above groups who were 16 years and above.
The ages of the children ranged from Infancy to seventeen (0-17)
years of age. The sample population was taken from 60 Intake
complaints. Both groups of parents selected included single
parents and two parent families; Group A consisted of parents who
were abused as children and abused their own children, and Group B
included parents who were also abused as children but do not abuse
their own children.
Data Analysis
The data analysis focused on three variables involved in the
study: a) stress, b) discipline practices and c) family characteristics
within the family. The statistical techniques were T-test, frequency
distributions and percentages. An Analysis of Variance (ANOVA)
test with a .05 level of significance was used to test the difference
in means, standard deviation, T-value, degree of freedom and 2-tail
probability. The decision criterion was used in this study for
showing differences between the two groups.
CHAPTER IV
PRESENTATION OF RESULTS
The findings from the respondents in this study are presented
in terras of a) demographic, b) support systems, c) discipline
practices, d) stress and e) family characteristics. There were
50 respondents in this study. A total of 24 respondents in Group
A - Parents Who Abused Their Children and in Group B a total of
26 respondents were Parents Who Did Not Abuse Their Children.
Demographics
The demographics of respondents are presented as follows:
a) sex, b) age, c) race, d) religion, e) income, f) number of




The sex (gender) of the respondents are presented in Table 1.
Table 1




No Response 1 2.0
Total 50 100.0
As shown in Table 1, the sex of the 50 respondents was as
follows: 10 (or 20%) males, 39 (or 78%) female and 1 (or 2%)
gave response. The typical sex of the respondents was female.
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Age
Ages of the respondents consisted of five categories a) 16-
19, b) 20-25, c) 26-29, d) 30-35, and e) 35 and above. These
are described in Table 2.
Table 2
Age of Respondents in Frequency and Percentage







As shown in Table 2 of the 50 respondents, 2 (or 4%) were
16-19; 9 (or 18%) were 20-25; 10 (or 20%) were 26-29; 18 (or 36%)




The race of the respondents shown was in three categories
a) Asian, b) Black, c) White and d) Other. These categories are
shown in Table 3.
Table 3







As shown in Table 3 of the 50 respondents, 0 (or 0%) were
Asians, 33 (or 66%) were Blacks; 17 (or 34%) were White; and 0




The religion of respondents Is stated In Table 4. According
to three categories: Catholic, Protestant, and Other.
Table 4





No Response 1 2.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown In Table 4, the religion preferences of the 50
respondents were as follows: Catholic - 0 (or 0%), Protestant -
22 (or 44%), In which several respondents Identified themselves as
Baptist, 27 (or 54%) Identified themselves as having other religions
with one respondent Indicating other religious with one respondent
Indicating (Jehovah Witness). One respondent had no response,
1 (or 2%). The typical respondent's religion was Protestant.
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Income
The income of the 50 respondents are shown In Table 5.
Table 5
Income of Respondents in Frequency and Percentage
Income Level Frequency Percent
0 - 4,999 24 48.0
5,000 - 9,999 8 16.0
10,000 - 14,999 6 12.0
15,000 - 19,999 4 8.0
20,000 - 24,999 2 4.0
25,000 - Above 6 12.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 5, Income of the 50 respondents are presented
in levels: 24 (or 48%) had income of 0 - 4,999; 8 (or 16%) had
5,000 - 9,999; 6 (or 12%) had 10,000 - 14,999; 4 (or 8%) reported
15,000 - 19,999 while 2 (or 4%) had 20,000 - 24,999 and 6 (or
12%) were 25,000 - Above. The income level of the typical respondents
was 0 - 4,999.
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Number of Children In Home
The number of children living in the home with respondents
are presented in Table 6.
Table 6
Number of Children in Home - Frequency and Percentage






As shown in Table 6, the number of children living in the
home of the 50 respondents, 15 (or 30%) had one child living in
the home, 23 (or 46%) had two children, 8 (or 16%) had three children,
and 4 (or 8%) had four children. The number of children of the
typical respondents was two.
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Relation of Child
The relation of children to the 50 respondents are presented
In Table 7.
Table 7
The Relation of Child of the Respondents In Frequency and Percentage
Relation of Child Frequency Percent
Birth Child 45 90.0
Step Children 1 2.0
Other Relations 3 6.0
Not Related 1 2.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shovm In Table 7, the relation of children to the 50 respondents
are presented In categories such as a) 45 (or 90%) had birth children,
b) 1 (or 2%) had step children, c) 3 (or 6%) had children of other
relations, and d) 1 (or 2%) of the respondents had children that
were not related to the respondent. The typical respondents of
the relation of the child In the family was birth child.
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Jobs
The employments status of the 50 respondents in terms of
employment and unemployment is presented In Table 8.
Table 8
Jobs In Frequency and Percentage





As shown in Table 8 of the 50 respondents! a) 19 (or 38%)
Indicated having jobs, b) 30 (or 60%) indicated not having jobs
and c) 1 (or 2%) no response. The typical respondents Indicated
that they were unemployed.
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Marital Status
The marital status of the respondents are presented in categories
a) single, b) married, c) divorced, d) separated and e) other.
They are described in Table 9.
Table 9
Respondents' Marital Status in Frequency and Percentage







As shown in Table 9, the marital status of the respondents
were as follows: a) 22 (or 44%) were single, b) 16 (or 32%) were
married, c) 8 (or 16%) were divorced, d) 2 (or 4%) were separated,




The education of the 50 respondents consisted of seven categories
a) less than high school, b) high school graduate, c) some college,
d) completed four year college, e) graduate school, f) some technical/
vocational, and g) other. They are described in Table 10.
Table 10
Education of the Respondent in Frequency and percentage
Education Level Frequency Percent
Less Than High School 29 58.0
High School Graduate 14 28.0
Some College 4 8.0
Completed Four Year College 2 4.0
Graduate School 0 0,0
Some Technical/ Vocational 1 2.0
Other (Specify) 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As presented in Table 10, the education of the respondents
were as follows: a) 29 (or 58%) had less than high school education,
b) 14 (or 28%) were high school graduates, c) 4 (or 8%) had some
college, d) 2 (or 4%) completed four years of college, e) none
(or 0%) attended graduate school, f) 1 (or 2%) attended technical/
vocational school, and g) 0 (or 0%) other. The typical respondent's
education was less than high school.
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The findings of the demographics of the study indicated that
the majority of the respondents were females and the most frequent
reported age was from 30-35 years and the majority were black
and single parents. The religion preference of the majority respondents
were Protestant.
The findings regarding income of the majority respondents
revealed that they had income of 0-4,999 and an overwhelming
majority reported not having jobs. Over one half of the respondents
reported having less than high school education, while one fourth
was a high school graduate. In relations to the number of children
living in the homes with their parents, findings showed that the
majority of the respondents had two children in the home when
the relationship, of the child was examined, it was found that
the birth child was the most frequent relation.
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Characteristics of the Parents In
Group A and Group B
The findings from the selection of the samples for this study
in terms of whether the parents reported having been abused as
children reflected the following: of the 50 respondents, seven
were physically abused, 30 were physically neglected, and 14 were
sexually abused.
The findings of this study are presented in terms of three
variables: 1) discipline practices, 2) stress, and 3) family
characteristics in relation to parents who were abused as children
and abused their own children - Group A and parents who were abused
as children and had not abused their children - Group B.
The difference between the two groups was determined by An
Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) test with a .05 level of significance.
This test was used to show the differences in means, standard
deviation, T-value, degree of freedom and 2-Tail probability.
Discipline Practices
Hypothesis 1: There is no statistical significant difference
in means: of abusive parents and non-abusive parents on discipline
practices.
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The findings on discipline practice are presented for Group
A and Group B in terms of: a) voice feelings, b) hitting children,
c) child privileges and punished fairly.
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Children Should Be Able to
Express Their Feelings to Their Parents
Respondents response to the statement children should be able
to express their feelings and needs to their parents is described
in value levels; a) strongly agree, b) agree somewhat, c) disagree
somewhat, d) disagree and e) strongly agree is shown in Table 11.
Table 11
Respondents Beliefs About Children Expressing Feelings to Parents
Value Levels Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 14 28.0
Agree Somewhat 20 40.0
Disagree Somewhat 5 10.0
Disagree 11 22.0
Strongly Disagree 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 11, the response of the 50 respondents
to the statement, children should be able to express their feelings
and needs to their parents were as follows: a) 14 (or 28%) strongly
agree, b) 20 (or 40%) agree somewhat, c 5 (or 10%) disagree somewhat,
d) 11 (or 22%) disagree, and e) 0 (or 0%) strongly disagree.
The typical respondents "agreed somewhat" that children should
be able to express themselves.
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The findings In Table 12 shows the significant differences
between Group A and Group B In terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Children Expressing Feelings to Parents. The difference Is shown
In five categories: a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-value,
d) degree of freedom, and e) Tall Probability.
Table 12








Group A 2.4167 1.100
.96 48 .34
Group B 2.1154 1.107
As shown In Table 12 Group A means 2.4167 with standard deviation
1.100, and Group B means 2.1154 with standard deviation 1.107,
the T-test value Is .96, with degree of freedom 48 and 2-Tall
probability Is .34. The findings show that there was no significant
differences based on the respondents' beliefs about children expressing
feelings to parents.
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Hitting Your Child Is a Form
of Discipline For You
The 50 respondents’ replies to the following statement; hitting
your child is a form of discipline are described in Table 13 in
value levels: a) strongly agree, b) agree somewhat, c) disagree
somewhat, d) disagree and e) strongly agree.
Table 13
Respondents' Beliefs About Hitting as a Form of Discipline
Value Levels Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 28 56.0
Agree Somewhat 12 24.0
Disagree Somewhat 1 2.0
Disagree 9 18.0
Strongly Disagree 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 13, the responses of the 50 respondents
to the statement: hitting your child is a form of discipline for
you were as follows: a) 28 (or 56%) strongly agree, b) 12 (or
24%) agree somewhat, c) 1 (or 2%) disagree somewhat, d) 9 (or
18%) disagree, and e) 0 (or 0%) strongly disagree. The typical
respondents of both groups strongly agreed that hitting your child
is a form of discipline.
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The findings in Table 14 shows the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Hitting as a Form of Discipline. The differences are shown in
five categories: a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-value,
d) degree of freedom and e) 2-Tail Probability.
Table 14








Group A 1.9583 1.197
.82 .48 .41
Group B 1.6923 1.087
As shown in Table 14, Group A means 1.9583, with standard
deviation of 1.197, and Group B means 1.6923 with standard deviation
1.087, the T-test value is .82, with degree of freedom 48 and
2-Tail probability is .41. The findings show that there was no
significant difference between Group A and Group B based on
respondents' beliefs about hitting as a form of discipline.
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Taking Privileges Away Is A
Practice For You
Described in Table 15 are the 50 replies to the following
statement: Taking privileges away is a practice for you. The
replies are presented in value levels: a) strongly agree, b)
agree somewhat, c) disagree somewhat, d) disagree and e) strongly
disagree.
Table 15
Respondents* Beliefs About Taking Privileges Away as a Form of
Discipline
Value Levels Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 21 42.0
Agree Somewhat 13 26.0
Disagree Somewhat 5 10.0
Disagree 10 20.0
Strongly Disagree 1 2.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 15, the overall results of the 50 respondents
to the statement: Taking privileges away is a practice for or
presented in value levels as follows: a) 21 (or 42%) strongly
agree, b) 13 (or 26%) agree somewhat, c) 5 (or 10%) disagree somewhat,
d) 10 (or 20%) disagree, and e) 1 (or 2%) strongly disagree.
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The typical respondents in both groups strongly agreed that taking
privileges away was a form of discipline for them.
The findings in Table 16 shows the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Taking Privileges Away as a Form of Discipline. The differences
are shown in five categories: a) means, b) standard deviation,
c) T-value, d) degrees of freedom, and e) 2-Tail probability.
Table 16








Group A 2.2917 1.334
.84 48 .40
Group B 2.0000 1.131
As shown in Table 16, Group A means 2.2917, with standard
deviation 1.334 and Group B Means 2.000 with standard deviation
1.131, the T-test value is .84, with degree of freedom 48 and
2-Tail probability is .40. The findings show that there was no
significant differences based on Respondents' Beliefs About Taking
Privileges Away as a Form of Discipline.
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All Children In the Home
Are Punished Fairly
The percentage and frequency of the 50 respondents results
to the statement: All children in the home are punished fairly
are present in Table 17 in value levels: a) strongly agree, b)
agree somewhat, c) disagree somewhat, d) disagree and e) strongly
disagree.
Table 17
Respondents Beliefs About Punishing Children Fairly
Value Levels Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 18 36.0
Agree Somewhat 13 26.0
Disagree Somewhat 1 2.0
Disagree 17 34.0
Strongly Disagree 1 2.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 17, the respondents' response to the statement
All children in the home are punished fairly were: a) 18 (or
36%) strongly agree, b) 13 (or 26%) agree somewhat, c) 1 (or 2%)
disagree somewhat, d) disagree 17 (or 34%), and e) 1 (or 2%)
strongly disagree. The typical respondents in both groups strongly
agreed that they punish their children fairy.
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The findings in Table 18 shows the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of respondents' beliefs about
punishing children fairly. The difference is shown in five categories
a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-value, d) degree of freedom,
and e) 2-Tail Probability.
Table 18








Group A 2.458 1.414
.29 48 .77
Group B 2.3462 1.294
As shown in Table 18, Group A means 2.458, with standard
deviation 1.414, and Group B Means 2.3462, with standard deviation
1.294, the T-test value is .29, with degree of freedom 48 and
2-Tail probability of 77. The findings indicate that there
was a significant difference between the groups based on Respondents'
Beliefs About Punishing Children Fairly. The findings show that
there was no significant difference between the groups based on
the Respondents' Beliefs About Punishing Children Fairly.
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The findings indicated in Table 19 that the null hypothesis
was accepted. The results appear to show that there was no significant
difference between means of the two groups in the study.
Table 19








Group A 10.8333 3.397
.51 48 .614
Group B 10.3846 2.844
As shown in Table 19, Group A means 10.8333 with standard
deviation of 3.397, and Group B means 10.3846 with standard
deviation 2.84, the T-test value is .51, with degree of freedom
48 and 2-Tail probability are .614.
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Support Systems in Relations to Stress
Hypothesis 2; There is no statistical significant in means: abusive
parents and non-abusive parents on levels of support systems (stress).
Based on this result, the null hypothesis is rejected. The
results appear to indicate a difference in mean between the two
groups.
The findings on support systems in relation to stree are
presented for Group A and Group B in terms of: a) relatives in
times of need, b) community activities, c) church is a support,
d) financial difficulties, and e) support within the family.
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Relatives in Time of Need
Table 20 shows the percentage and numbers of responses by
the 50 respondents in terms of relatives in time of need.
Table 20
Respondents Beliefs About Relatives Availability in Times Of Need
Value Levels Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 20 40.0
Agree Somewhat 15 30.0
Disagree Somewhat 4 8.0
Disagree 9 18.0
Strongly Disagree 2 4.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As presented in Table 20, Relatives in times of need of the
50 respondents was measured in terms of value levels: a) 20 (or
40%) strongly agreed, b) 15 (or 30%) agreed somewhat, c) 4(or
8%) disagreed somewhat, d) 9 (or 18%) disagreed, e) 2 (or 4%)
strongly disagreed. The typical respondents strongly agreed that
relatives are available to them in times of need.
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The findings in Table 21 show the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Relatives' Availability in Times of Need. The difference is shown
in five categories: a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-value,
d) degree of freedom and e) 2-Tail probability.
Table 21






Group A 2.1250 1.262
-.19 48 .85
Group B 2.1923 1.266
As shown in Table 21, Group A means 2.1250, with standard
deviation 1.262, and Group B means 2.1923, with standard deviation
1.2666, the T-test value is -.19 with degree of freedom 48 and
2-Tail probability of .85. The findings show no significant difference
between the groups based on the Respondents' Belief About Relatives'
Availability in Times of Need.
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Connnunlty Activities Are Available for Your Family
Presented in Table 22 are the number and frequency of the
50 respondents' responses In terms of community activities which
are available for their families. The responses are described
in value levels: a) strongly agreed, b) agreed somewhat, c)
disagreed somewhat, d) disagreed and e) strongly disagreed.
Table 22
Respondents* Belief About Community Activities Being Available
Value Level Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 16 32.0
Agree Somewhat 6 12.0
Disagree Somewhat 7 14.0
Disagree 18 36.0
Strongly Disagree 3 6.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 22, the 50 respondents' responses were
measured in terms of value levels; a) 16 (or 32%) strongly agreed
b) 6 (or 12%) agreed somewhat, c) 7 (or 14%) disagreed somewhat,
d) 18 (or 36%) disagreed, and e) 3 (or 6%) strongly disagreed.
The typical respondent disagreed that community activities were
available to them.
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The findings in Table 23 show the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Community Activities Being Available. The difference are shown
in five categories: a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-value,
d) degree of freedom and e) 2-Tail probability.
Table 23
Respondents' Differences Between Group A and Group B
Standard Degree of 2-Tail
Respondents Means Deviation T-Value Freedom Probability
Group A 2.7083 1.367
-.6 48 .956
Group B 2.7308 1.458
As shown in Table 23, Group A means i2.7083 with 1.367 standard
deviation, and Group B means 2.7308, with standard deviation of
1.458, the T- test is -.6, degree of freedom 48, and 2-Tail probability
is .95. The finding shows no significant difference between the
groups based on the Respondents' Beliefs About Community Activities.
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Church Is a Support System
For You and Your Family
Table 24 shows the percentage and number of responses by
the 50 respondents in terms of the church as a support system
for them and their families. The responses are measured in value
levels: a) strongly agreed, b) agreed somewhat, c) disagreed
somewhat, d) disagreed and e) strongly disagreed.
Table 24
Respondents* Beliefs About Church Being a Support System
Value Levels Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 25 50.0
Agree Somewhat 18 36.0
Disagree Somewhat 1 2.0
Disagree 6 12.0
Strongly Disagree 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 24, the results of the responses were as
follows: a) 25 (or 50%) strongly agreed, b) 18 (or 36%) agreed
somewhat, c) 1 (or 2%) disagreed somewhat, d) 6 (or 12%) disagreed
and e) 0 (or 0%) strongly disagreed. The typical respondent strongly
agreed that church was a support system for them.
56
Family Has Financial Difficulties
Table 26 described in value levels are the result of the
50 respondents in terms of the family having financial difficulties.
The value levels include: a) strongly agreed, b) agreed somewhat,
c) disagreed somewhat, d) disagreed, and e) strongly disagreed.
Table 26
Respondents' Belief About Financial Difficulties
Value Levels Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 13 26.0
Agree Somewhat 14 28.0
Disagree Somewhat 9 18.0
Disagree 14 28.0
Strongly Disagree 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As presented in Table 26, family has financial difficulties.
The 50 respondents were measured in terms of value levels: a)
13 (or 26%) strongly agreed, b) 14 (or 28%) agreed somewhat,
c) 9 (or 18%) disagreed somewhat, d) 14 (or 28%) disagreed, and
e) 0 (or 0%) strongly disagreed. The typical respondents "agree
somewhat" and "disagreed" that the family has financial difficulties.
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The findings in Table 27 show the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Financial Difficulties. The differences are shown in five categories:
a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-value, d) degree of freedom
and e) 2-Tail probability.
Table 27








Group A 1.6250 .647
-1.85 48 .067
Group B 2.1154 1.143
As shown in Table 27, Group A means 1.6250, with .647 standard
deviation, and Group B means 2.1154 with standard deviation of
1.143, the T-test is -1.85, degree of freedom 48 and 2-Tall probability
.067. The findings show that there was a slight difference between
the group based on the Respondents' Beliefs About Financial Difficulties.
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Support Within the Family
Respondents’ response to statement: Support within the family
is described in value levels: a) strongly agreed, b) agreed somewhat,
c) disagreed somewhat, d) disagreed and e) strongly disagreed
are shown in Table 28.
Table 28
Respondents' Beliefs About Support Within the Family
Value Levels Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 15 30.0
Agree Somewhat 16 32.0
Disagree Somewhat 6 12.0
Disagree 12 24.0
Strongly Disagree 1 2.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 28, the response of the 50 respondents
to the statement, there is support within the family were as follows:
a) 15 (or 30%) strongly agreed, b) 16 (or 32%) agreed somewhat,
c) 6 (or 12%) disagreed somewhat, d) 12 (or 24%) disagreed and
e) 1 (or 2%) strongly disagreed. The typical respondent "agreed
somewhat" that there is support within the family.
59
The findings in Table 29 show the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Support Within the Family. The differences are shown in five
categories: a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-value, d) degree
of freedom and e) 2-Tail probability.
Table 29








Group A 2.0417 .999
-1.83 48 .070
Group B 2.6538 1.325
As shown in Table 29, Group A means 2.0417, with .999 standard
deviation, and Group B means 2.6538, with standard deviation of
1.325, the T-test is -1.83, degree of freedom 48 and 2-Tail probability
.070.
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The findings of the support system In relation to stress
indicated that there was a slight difference between the means
of the two groups in the study as shown in Table 30.
Table 30








Group A 2.04 .999
CO001 48 .07
Group B 2.65 1.325
As shown in Table 30, Group A means 2.04 with standard deviation
.999 and Group B means 2.65 with standard deviation 1.325, the




Hypothesis 3; There is no statistical significant difference
in means: abusive parents and non-abuslve parents on levels of
stress.
The findings from the respondents in this study are presented
in terms of: a) behavior displayed by children, b) personal crisis
and c) anger and discomfort.
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Behavior Displayed by Children
The 50 respondents replies to the following statement; Handling
unexpected behavior displayed by your child Is described In Table
31 In terms of value levels: a) strongly agreed, b) agreed somewhat,
c) disagreed somewhat, d) disagreed and e) strongly disagreed.
Table 31
Their Children
Value Level Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 3 6.0
Agree Somewhat 9 18.0
Disagree Somewhat 3 6.0
Disagree 35 70.0
Strongly Disagree 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shovm In Table 31, the answer of the 50 respondents to
the statement; Handling unexpected behavior displayed by your
child were as follows: a) 3 (or 6%) strongly agreed, b) 9 (or
18%) agreed somewhat, c) 3 (or 6%) disagreed somewhat, d) 35 (or
70%) disagreed and e) 0 (or 0%) strongly disagreed. The typical
respondent disagreed that they are unable to handle the unexpected
behavior displayed by their children.
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The findings In Table 32 show the significant differences
between Group A and Group B In terms of Respondents* Beliefs About
the Unexpected Behavior Displayed by Their Children. The differences
are shown In five categories: a) means, b) standard deviation,
c) T-value, d) degree of freedom and e) 2-Tall probability.
Table 32








Group A 3.1250 1.154
-1.94 48 .058
Group B 3.6538 .745
As shown In Table 32, Group A means 3.1250, with 1.154 standard
deviation, and Group B means 3.6538 with standard deviation of
.745, the T-test Is -1.94, degree of freedom 48 and 2-Tall probability
.058. The findings shown In Table 32 Indicated that Group A -
parents who abuse felt that they were unable to handle unexpected
behavior displayed by their children.
Personal Crisis
The percentage and frequency of the 50 respondents results
to the statement: Personal Crisis in Your Marriage Affects Your
Behavior Towards Others are presented in Table 33 in value levels
a) strongly agreed, b) agreed somewhat, c) disagreed somewhat,
d) disagreed, and e) strongly disagree.
Table 33
Respondents' Beliefs About Personal Crises
Value Level Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 5 10.0
Agree Somewhat 8 16.0
Disagree Somewhat 0 0.0
Disagree 37 74.0
Strongly Disagree 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 33, the reply of the 50 respondents to
the statement: Personal Crisis in Your Marriage Affects Your
Behavior Towards Others were as follows: a) 5 (or 10%) strongly
agreed, b) 8 (or 16%) agreed somewhat, c) 0 (or 0%) disagreed
somewhat, d) 37 (or 74%) disagreed, and e) 0 (or 0%) strongly
disagreed. The typical respondent disagreed that personal crisis
in their marriages effects their behavior towards others.
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The findings in Table 34 show the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents’ Beliefs About
Personal Crisis. The differences are shown in five categories:
a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-value, d) degree of freedom,
and e) 2-Tail probability.
Table 34
Respondents* Differences Between Group A and Group B
Standard Degree of 2-Tail
Respondents Means Deviation T-Value Freedom Probability
Group A 3.4583 1.103
.49 48 .629
Group B 3.3077 1.087
As shown in Table 34, Group A means 3.4583, with 1.103 standard
deviation, and Group B means 3.3077 with standard deviation of




Table 35 shows the percentage and numbers of responses by
the 50 respondents in terms of anger and discomfort often directed
towards the child or children. The responses were measured by
value levels: a) strongly agreed, b) agreed somewhat, c) disagreed
somewhat, d) disagreed, and e) strongly agreed.
Table 35
Respondents' Beliefs About Anger and Discomfort Directed Towards
Their Children
Value Level Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 9 18.0
Agree Somewhat 7 14.0
Sisagree Somewhat 5 10.0
Disagree 28 56.0
Strongly Disagree 1 2.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 35, the results of the responses were as
follows: a) 9 (or 18%) strongly agreed, b) 7 (or 1A%) agreed
somewhat, c) 5 (or 10%) disagreed somewhat, d) 28 (or 56%) disagreed,
and e) 1 (or 2%) strongly disagreed. The typical respondent disagreed
that anger and discomfort is directed towards their children.
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The findings in Table 36 show the significant differences
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Anger and Discomfort Directed Towards Their Children. The differences
are shown in five categories: a) means, b) standard deviation,
c) T-value, d) degree of freedom, and e) 2-Tail probability.
Table 36








Group A 2.8333 1.404
-1.49 48 .143
Group B 3.3462 1.018
As shown in Table 36, Group A means 2.8333, with 1.404 standard
deviation, and Group B means 3.3462, with standard deviation of
1.018, T-test is -1.49, degree of freedom 48, and 2-Tail probability
.143.
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The overall findings of the stress indicated that there was
no significant difference between the means scores two groups
in the study as shown in Table 37.
Table 37






Group A 15.2917 2.6664
-.89 48 .37
Group B 15.9615 2.66
As shoim in Table 37, Group A means 15.2917 with standard
deviation of 2.64, and B means 15.9615 with standard deviation




Hypothesis 3; There is no statistical significant difference
in means: of abusive parents and non-abuslve parents on family
characteristics.
The findings on family characteristics are presented for
Group A and Group B in terms of a) family values, b) isolation
from relatives, and c) setting disagreements.
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Family Values
Respondents' responses to the statement: Family Values Are
Enforced on Your Children is Described in Value Levels: a) strongly
agreed, b) agreed somewhat, c) disagreed somewhat, d) disagreed,
and e) strongly disagreed.
Table 38
Respondents Beliefs About Family Values
Value Level Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 11 22.0
Agree Somewhat 11 22.0
Disagree Somewhat 4 8.0
Disagree 22 44.0
Strongly Disagree 2 4.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 38, the responses of the 50 respondents
of the statements. Family values are enforced on your children
were as follows: a) 11 (or 22%) strongly agreed, b) 11 (or 22%)
agreed somewhat, c) 4 (or 8%) disagreed somewhat, d) 22 (or 44%)
disagreed and e) 2 (or 4%) strongly disagreed. The typical respondent
"strongly agreed" and "agree somewhat" that family values are
enforced on the child (or children).
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The findings in Table 39 shows no significant difference
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Family Values. The differences are shown in five categories in
Table 39; a) means, b) standard deviation, c) T-Value, d) degree
of freedom, and e) 2-Tail Probability.
Table 39








Group A 3.0833 1.316
1.16 48 .251
Group B 2.6538 1.294
As shown in Table 39, Group A means 3.0833, with 1.316 standard
deviation, and Group B means 2.6538, with standard deviation of
1.294, T-test is 1.16, degree of freedom 48, and 2-Tall probability
.251. The findings show no significant differences between the
two groups based on the Respondents' Beliefs About Family Values.
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Isolation From Relatives
The 50 respondents * replies to the following statement: Your
Family is Isolated From Other Relatives is described in Table
40 in value levels; a) strongly agreed, b) agreed somewhat, c)
disagreed somewhat, d) disagreed, and e) strongly agreed.
Table 40
Respondents* Beliefs About Isolation From Other Relatives
Value Level Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 11 22.0
Agree Somewhat 20 40.0
Disagree Somewhat 5 10.0
Disagree 14 28.0
Strongly Disagree 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 40, the responses of the 50 respondents
of the statement; Your Family is Isolated From Other Relatives
results as follows; a) 11 (or 22%) strongly agreed, b) 20 (or
40%) agreed somewhat, c) 5 (or 10%) disagreed somewhat, d) 14
(or 28%) disagreed and e) 0 (or 0%) strongly disagreed. The typical
respondent "agreed somewhat" that they are isolated from other
relatives. It is significant to note that the second highest
score was respondents who disagreed that they were Isolated from
relatives.
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The findings in Table 41 show the significant difference
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents' Beliefs About
Isolation From Other Relatives. The differences between Group
A and Group B are shown in five categories: a) means, b) standard
deviation, c) T-value, d) degree of freedom, and e) 2-Tail probability.
Table 41








Group A 2.7500 1.032
1.92 48 .061
Group B 2.1538 1.156
As shown in Table 41, Group A means 2.7500, with 1.032 standard
deviation, and Group B means 2.1538, with standard deviation of
1.156, T-test is 1.92, degree of freedom 48, and 2-Tail probability
.061. The findings show that there was a slight significant differences




Presented in Table 42 are the number and frequency of the
50 respondents' responses in terms of Yelling and Screaming is
a Way for You to Settle Disagreements in the Family. The responses
are described in value levels: a) strongly agreed, b) agreed
somewhat, c) disagreed somewhat, d) disagreed, and e) strongly
disagreed.
Table 42
Respondents' Beliefs About Settling Disagreements in the Family
Value Level Frequency Percent
Strongly Agree 24 48.0
Agree Somewhat 26 52.0
Disagree Somewhat 0 0.0
Disagree 0 0.0
Strongly Disagree 0 0.0
TOTAL 50 100.0
As shown in Table 42, the 50 respondents' responses were
measured in terms of value levels; a) 24 (or 48%) strongly agreed,
b) 26 (or 52%) agreed somewhat, c) 0 (or 0%) disagreed somewhat,
d) 0 (or 0%) disagreed, and e) 0 (or 0%) strongly disagreed.
The typical respondents "agreed somewhat" that yelling and screaming
could be one way for you to settle disagreements.
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The findings in Table 43 show the significant difference
between Group A and Group B in terms of Respondents’ Belief About
Settling Disagreements in the Family. The differences between
Group A and Group B are shown in five categories: a) means, b)
standard deviation, c) T-value, d) degree of freedom, and e) 2-
Tail probability.
Table 43








Group A 3.0000 1.063
-1.79 48 .079
Group B 3.5000 .906
As shown in Table 43, Group A means 3.000, with 1.063 standard
deviation, and Group B means 3.5000, with standard deviation of
.906, T-test is -1.79, degree of freedom 48, and 2-Tall probability
.079. The findings show that there was a slight significant differences
between the groups based on the Respondents' Beliefs About Settling
Disagreements.
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In the overall findings of the variables of the study indicate
that there were no significant differences with the two groups
of parents in relation to discipline practices and stress. But,
there was a slight significant difference with the two groups
in the study on support system in relation to stress. The results
of the study also showed a significant difference of the two groups
on family characteristics variable.
The findings regarding discipline of the study indicated
that the majority of the respondents strongly agree that hitting
and taking away privileges was a form of discipline practice.
One-fourth of the respondents "agree somewhat" that children should
be able to express their feelings to their parents, while less
than one-fourth strongly agree that all children in the family
should be punished fairly.
The findings regarding stress showed than an overwhelming
majority of the respondents disagree that they had no control
in handling unexpected behavior displayed by their child. Over
half of the respondents disagreed that anger and discomfort is
directed towards their child (or children), while the majority
of the respondents strongly agreed that personal crisis affects
their behavior towards others.
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Support systems in relation to stress in this study revealed
that one-fourth of the respondents have relatives who are available
to them in times of need, while less than one-fourth "agree somewhat".
The findings also showed that less than one-fourth of respondents
have community activities available to their families. In terms
of support and financial difficulties within the family, the majority
of the respondents "agreed somewhat".
The findings of the family characterisitics of the study indicated
that the majority of the respondents "agree somewhat" in relation
to family values, isolation from relatives, and settling disagreements.
The study showed that the majority of the respondents were parents
who do not abuse.
CHAPTER V
SUMMARY AM) CONCLUSIONS
The purpose of this chapter is to a) discuss the results
acquired and reason why they occurred, b) compare the results of the
findings to previous research findings, and c) the implication of
this study on future research efforts.
The results of the study indicated that there was a
statistically significant difference between the groups in term of
family characteristics. Based on the study, there was no
statistically significant difference between stress and discipline
practices.
The Results and Why They Occurred
The hypothesized variables that did not show a statistically
significant difference between groups were: Discipline Practices
and Stress.
The results of the discipline practices variable in this study
showed that the two groups of parents did not differ in the overall
findings. There was no statistically significant difference between
the groups of parents on the following survey items such as: a)
children expressing their feeling and needs to parents, b) hitting
as a form of discipline, c) taking privileges away as a form of
discipline and d) punishing children fairly.
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In terms of discipline practices, the majority of the
respondents indicated that hitting and taking away privileges was a
form of discipline for them. The findings showed that both groups
had similar responses.
According to Burgess and Conger (1978), discipline practices
for parents who were abused as children have been observed to use
excessive punishment and methods of discipline such as physical
punishment, demands and threats. Conger stated in a research study
he conducted that abusive parents have a low rate of interaction
with their children, lower rates of positive interaction and reflect
higher rates of negative interactions.
Conger's study was conducted with one group of abusive parents
focusing on the behaviors of the parent and child relationship.
This study focused on the comparison of two groups of parents who
were abused as children, but with only one group continuing the
abusive behavior.
The results of the stress variable in this study also showed
that the two groups of parents did not differ in the overall findings.
However, the study showed that the two groups of parents did not
differ slightly in support systems in relation to stress. It suggests
that the population showed a significant differences of their beliefs
about financial difficulties, support in the family and family
functioning together.
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In relation to stress the two groups' response in terms of
personal crisis was the same. The majority of the respondents
indicated that personal crisis had no affect on outside
relationship. Parents who do not abuse responses were slightly
higher than parents who abuse. The majority of the respondents
indicated that they had support within the family. Based on the
results of the study, parents who abuse tend to have more support
than parents who do not.
In this study, one potential set of intervening factors is
related to those discussed in Gil's (1970) study of reported cases
of abuse incidents resulted from a skilled measure of dlcipllnary
actions. He noted that poverty and its associated stress has an
Impact relating to physical force of abuse on child-bearing
practices.
Gil's findings showed the association of stress in relation
to the effect on stress factors combined with society. Gil's study
focused one group of abusive behavior. This study focused on a
similar format as did Gil's (1970) study. The difference in the
studies was that this researcher focused on two groups: non-abusive
and abusive parents examining the reoccurrence of abuse in families,
while Gil's study investigated.
The results of the family characteristics in this study showed
that these two groups of parents differ in their responses to the
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following survey items; a) isolated from relatives and b) settling
of disagreements. The study showed that parents who do not abuse
their children. Group A, indicated a strong tie in their interaction
with relatives and family.
In relation to family characteristics, there was a significant
difference in the groups in terms of settling disagreements. The
findings showed that parents who abuse their children tend to use
yelling and screaming to settle disagreements.
Faller (1981) stated that family characteristics are important
Influences on the functioning of the family.
According to Justice and Calvert's (1990) study comparing
23 abusing and non-abusing couples on stress levels, as
measured by the Recent Life Changes Questionnaire, there were three
associating factors to environment and the family system. It found
several significant differences between the groups in terms of
stress. Abusers reported more stress in terms of environmental
factors than non-abusers.
This study was based on similar characteristics as Justice and
Calvert (1990) in comparison of non-abusive and abusive respondents.
But unlike this study. Justice and Calvert focused on environmental
factors associated with stress, and found that the group of abusers
tended to have more stress than non-abusers in terms of
expressiveness. The other two areas of environmental factors,
cohesion and independence, the group of abusers score was lower
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than non-abusers.
The outcome of the findings on these two variables might be
associated with the findings on the demographics of the study which
showed that the majority of the population were of the same income
and education level. The income of the majority of the population
was at the poverty level and the education levels were the same.
The respondents were black and females between the ages of
30-35 years of age. The researcher felt that the reason for the
findings was because the majority of the respondents were of the
same income level, education level, race and sex.
Limitation of the Study
Variables that are of importance to this study are as follows:
stress, discipline practices, and family characteristics. Other
factors that were not included in this study have a potential
significance, such as; racial, cultural background, age and
sex of the abusive parents and child. Examining these factors will
enhance further understanding of the abusive parents.
Another limitation of the study was that it was done in geographies
location, rural county with sample population with majority black
females with similar income levels and backgrounds. While
generalization might be made about a population with similar
characteristics, the study cannot be generalized to all parents.
The researcher also acknowledge that the population was majority
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females of single marital status. While there were small percentage
of males in this study, generalization to all male parents are limited.
CHAPTER VI
IMPLICATION FOR SOCIAL WORK
The study's perspective was to assess the abusive parents in
terms of their behavior and characteristics in relation to: a)
discipline practices, b) stress, and c) family characteristics.
Social service agencies need to assess the needs of abusive
parents and to take into account the following principles: 1)
support system consistency, 2) community agencies advocacy, and
3) intervention programs. These principles can be used as guidelines
to determine the factors to be considered in succeeding in providing
services for this population.
Research has valued itself from this study in asking what can
be learned from the results of this study. It has been learned that
the majority of the respondents were female between the ages of BO¬
SS and black. The income level of the majority respondents were at
poverty level. Based on the fact that Group A - parents who abuse
and Group B - parents who do not abuse tend to have similar
responses in terms of stress and discipline practices, the social
economic status in relation to their discipline practices.
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This has an implication for both knowledge and practice.
There needs to be additional understanding of poverty and
educational backgrounds in relation to child-bearing. For practice,
more attention can be given to these factors in terms of policy
making for eliminating poverty.
A further practice implications is that consideration of these
factors could perhaps lead to constructive policy and program
development in the future. Community organization of the social
environment and advocacy may be done to focus on the needs of the
abusive parents.
While the research method used in this study resulted in
significant findings, more research is needed to understand the
circumstances under which abuse reoccurs from generation to
generation. Policy makers and social workers in their efforts to
work with and on the behalf of parents, might assist in providing
prevention as well as intervention programs that will be beneficial
to most. Therefore, more research is needed to provide further
insight on intergenerational abuse, prevention and intervention
programs.
There are Implications regarding support systems. Group A -
parents who abuse tended to have more support system in terms of
stress available to them than Group B - parents who do not abuse.
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While there was support for Group A from friends and neighbors,
the practice question arise as to whether these support systems
were available other than during the times of stress.
The implication for social work practice is that practitioners
might devote more effects toward developing ongoing support systems
with parents other than during the times of stress.
This approach might lead to a reduction in child abuse.
When such approach is taken empirical studies might be conducted to
determine the results which would add to social work practice
knowledge.
In terms of discipline practices. Group A and Group B
responses were similar in relation to hitting and taking privileges
aways as a form of discipline. Social work practice could focus
more on appropriate methods of discipling. In relation to family
characteristics, both groups differed in terms of support within the
family. Group A tended to have more support in the family than Group
B. This suggests a need for social work practice to engage in
sustaining these support systems and assist in developing
consistency in support systems within families where abuse is most
likely to reoccur.
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Warner Robins, GA 31093
Dear Ms. Nelson:
Your request for approval to collect data Involving Peach County
DFCS clients Is granted with the understanding that the agency's
confidentiality policy will be adhered to. It Is expected that
during your data collection the clients will understand that you
are not representing the Peach County Department of Family and
Children Services. Additionally, the survey must be conducted
during non-work hours which Includes time charged to annual
leave or compensatory leave.
I encourage you to continue to enhance your education and skills









Warner Robins, GA 31093
March 1,1991
Mrs. Margaretha M. Morris, Director
Peach County Department of
Family and Children Services
P. 0. Drawer 976
Fort Valley, Georgia 31030
Dear Mrs. Morris:
One of the requirements for students graduating from the School
of Social Work at the Atlanta University is the writing of
a thesis. In keeping with the requirements, I have done extensive
research and I am now in the process of completing data research
which is necessary for my proposed study.
In order for this research to be completed, I am asking permission
to collect data and to administer a questionnaire to non-abusive
and abusive parents. No names will be used and all information
will be treated according to the agency policy concerning
confidentiality.
I will provide you with a copy of the Instrumentation and







As part of my requirement for completion of a Master's Degree at
Clark Atlanta University School of Social Work, I am conducting
a study involving parents in Fort Valley, Georgia, about their
views on child abuse within the family. This study is an independent
undertaking and is not being conducted by the Department of Family
and Children Services.
The purpose is to examine some conditions that might contribute
to child abuse within the family. You have been selected to participate
in the study. Your participation will help to further understand
conditions as they might relate to the repeated patterns of abuse
in the family.
The study is being conducted by a survey questionnaire. The answers
that you give on the questionnaire will not be considered to be
wrong or right answers.
Your participation in this survey is voluntary and strictly
confidential. Your name or any other identifying information will
not appear on the questionnaire or in the study.






This questionnaire plans to gain information concerning
conditions that may be reason for abuse in the family where
the parents have been abused as children. The completion of
this questionnaire will provide important Information in understanding
views about child abuse reoccuring in the family.
Title; Parents' Views on Child Abuse in the Family
Section I; Demographics
This section is designed to obtain basic information about the
family.
Directions: Please complete the following questions by putting
a check by the best answer that identified closely with your
response.
1. What is your sex?
male
female











































10. What was the highest level of education you completed?
Less than high school
High school graduate
Some college





Section II: Support System
This section is designed to determine what help might be available
to the family when needed.
Directions: Please complete the following questions by putting
a check by the best answer that identified closely with your










































































Section III: Discipline Practices
This section is designed to determine the type of discipline
practices that are used.
Directions: Please complete the following questions by putting
a check by the best answer that identifies closely with your
response.

































This section is designed to see how stress is handled in the
family.
Directions: Please complete the following questions by putting
a check by the best answer that identifies closely with your
response.




































This section is designed to determine the function of the family.
Directions; Please complete the following questions by putting
a check by the best answer that identifies closely with your
































38. You direct your anger at one particular child in the family.
Strongly agree
Agree somewhat
Disagree somewhat
Disagree
Strongly disagree
